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Sir: 



The applicant is in receipt of the Office Action 
mailed May 29, 2009, in which a restriction and election of 
species have been required. 

First, the claims under consideration are the IPER 
claims 1-12, not the original claims 1-24. The PTO file 
should have a copy of the International Preliminary 
Examination Report (IPER) with claims 1 -10 to be substituted 
for original claims 1-24 for examination in this case, and 
upon entry into the U.S. National Phase on June 7, 2005, 
applicant submitted a duplicate (courtesy) copy of same, 



Appln . No . 
Reply dated 

Reply to Office Action of 

noting the bottom of page 1 of the transmittal letter . As 
claims 1-10 are only directed to the labeling plant 
corresponding to Group II, it is the labeling plant invention 
which applicant elects. 

There are a series of election of species 
requirements, namely three (3) separate election of species 
requirements. These are all respectfully traversed for the 
reasons given below, and applicant hereby respectfully and 
provisionally elects, without prejudice, as follows: species 
Al, species Bl , and species CI. 

The claims which read on elected species Al are 
claims 1-3 and 4-10. 

The claims which read on elected species Bl are all 
of claims 1-10 . 

The claims which read on elected species CI are all 
of claims 1-10. 

The three requirements are respectfully traversed on 
the basis that unity of invention under PCT Rules 13 . 1 and 
13 .2 inherently exists by virtue of the generic claims which 
recite the same or corresponding special technical features, 
causing the species to be linked so as to form a single 
general inventive concept . Applicant knows of no prior art 
which would establish that the common technical features 
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shared by the species do not make a contribution over the 
prior art, i.e. applicant submits that the references cited in 
paragraph 2 on page 2 do not anticipate or make obvious the 
subject matter of even the broadest claim 1 of the present 
application . 



is not bound by the International Preliminary Examination 
Report, it is noted that page 2 of such report (page 2 of Form 
PCT/IPEA/409) states that claims 1-10 possess novelty, 
inventive step and industrial applicability. The 
International Examiner's reasoning appears under Item IV of 
the IPER, reference D2 corresponding to Heyne and reference D4 
corresponding with Doherty. 



While applicant understands that the U.S. examiner 



Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 
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